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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 

- 


A Critical Guide to the Second 
Amendment, Part X 
You Say You Want a Revolution? 

By Glenn Harlan Reynolds 

The Standard Model stresses 
the role of an armed populace as a 
protection against a tyrannical 
government. And, as Professors Cottrol 
and Diamond point out, on a purely 
practical level it may make more sense 
for individuals to arm against their own 
government than to arm against 
potential invaders (The Fifth Auxiliary 
Right , 104 Yale L.J. 995 (1995). 

Cottrol and Diamond quote 
Assistant Secretary of State for Human 
Rights John Shattuck to the effect that 
"[i]n the twentieth century the 
number of people killed by their own 
governments under authoritarian 
regimes is four times the number 
killed in all this century's wars 
combined." They thus argue: "We 
have, in the twentieth century, seen the 
rise of monstrous states capable of 
deprivations of liberty far in excess of 
anything that the English Whigs who 
authored the Declaration of Rights of 
1689-or their American successors in 
1791-could have envisioned.... That, in 
the light of the history of the 
twentieth century, those we rely on 
for serious constitutional and 
political commentary have failed to 
examine the issues of whether the 
state should have a monopoly of 
force and whether an armed 
population might still play an 
important role in deterring 
governmental excesses bespeaks a 
dangerous intellectual cowardice, a 
self-imposed limit on political and 
constitutional discourse that causes 
us largely to ignore one of the most 
critical questions of our time.” 

I have no argument with this 
point. And if SS liquidation units, or their 


modern-day American equivalent, ever 
show up at our doors we will not need 
much in the way of constitutional theory 
to tell us what to do. 

But one can grant that 
prevention of genocide and mass 
murder—or at least rendering it vastly 
more difficult and costly for their 
perpetrators—is a good reason for a 
right to keep and bear arms without 
believing that it is the only reason. 
Nor does the Standard Model suggest 
that prevention of such horrors is the 
primary reason for the Second 
Amendment. Indeed, the very fact that 
our century's many government- 
sponsored killing sprees are far beyond 
what the Framers might have imagined 
suggests that the right to keep and bear 
arms exists not simply to deal with such 
worst-case scenarios, but also to deal 
with lesser instances of tyranny. After 
all, compared with the monster regimes 
of our century, the British government 
against which our predecessors revolted 
was rather nice, really. Nonetheless, the 
Framers found ample reason for revolt. 

Yet Standard Model scholars 
have paid almost no attention to the 
question of when such a revolt would be 
justified. One can understand why those 
who are working in what, to much of the 
academic community, is already a 
somewhat suspect field are a bit 
reluctant to take this additional step, but 
the question is an important one. If we 
have the right to keep and bear arms in 
no small part so that, in the last resort, 
we can rise up and overthrow a 
tyrannical government, then one 
important aspect of the right would 
seem to be some basis for agreeing on 
whether the government is tyrannical or 
not. Granted, there might be easy 
cases, like a military coup d'etat or a 
President who suddenly tried to assume 
dictatorial powers, but tyranny doesn't 


only happen that way. Hitler, after all, 
was elected fair and square in the 
beginning, yet pretty much everyone 
would agree that he was the 
archetypical dictator against whom 
revolt would be justified. 

This is a question that is of 
more than just academic importance. 
Already, there are news reports that 
large numbers of Americans-as many 
as 300,000 according to some 
estimates-have organized themselves 
into militia companies whose stated 
purpose is to resist a tyrannical 
government. These groups are inspired 
by a mixture of anger over recent gun- 
control laws and law enforcement 
activities, and exaggerated fears that 
the federal government intends to 
abandon the Constitution and establish 
a "new world order" government. And 
although there is every reason to 
believe that the vast majority of "militia 
movement" members are law-abiding 
citizens, some on the movement's 
fringes are talking openly about armed 
rebellion. 

Many of these individuals are 
very familiar with the Second 
Amendment, and with Standard Model 
scholarship, but most are sadly lacking 
in understanding about what the 
Framers would have considered a 
tyrannical government. As I have said 
elsewhere, revolting against taxation 
without representation is not the same 
as revolting against taxation, period. But 
without a proper grounding in this 
subject, there are twin risks. One is that 
some citizens will think it is time to revolt 
when it is not, thus exposing the nation 
to enormous turmoil, loss of life, and 
economic damage where it is not 
justified-and perhaps creating a 
backlash against the right to keep and 
bear arms. The other (perhaps less 
likely in light of that streak of anarchy 







that seems part of our American culture) 
is that many citizens will not think that it 
is time to revolt when it is. Assuming 
that a would be Hitler (or his probably 
very different-looking American 
equivalent) were then gathering power, 
the consequences of such a failure 
could be even worse than the 
consequences of an unjustified 
rebellion. And, worst of all, the former 
could precede the latter, given the way 
in which such things often work. 
Unsuccessful revolts are often used as 
an excuse for the kind of "temporary" 
repression that breeds dictatorship. So 
educating people about not only the 
right to keep and bear arms, but the 
circumstances in which the underlying 
reason for that right might emerge, 
could be essential. 

At the moment, the risk of a 
misguided revolt still seems fairly 
remote, but that is the time to take 
appropriate steps. Standard Model 
scholars need to develop this aspect of 
their theories. Theories, even theories of 
constitutional law professors, have 
consequences. Indeed, the growth of 
the militia movement is itself an 
unintended consequence of antigun 
arguments that the Second Amendment 
only protects the right to belong to a 
militia—for that movement has its roots 
in individuals who organized their 
militias in response to just this 
argument. 

Now is not the place for me to 
address such issues at any more length; 
this "brief survey of the field is already 
too long. But I would suggest that a 
place to start should be with the original 
organic document of our nation, the 
Declaration of Independence. The 
principles laid out there, and its registry 
of complaints against King George III, 
represent a good starting point for 
discussion of what constitutes a 
legitimate revolution, as opposed to a 
mere "rebellion" or "insurrection." And, 
although modern-day government- 
bashers would probably disagree, a 
careful reading of that document will 
make clear how different our 
government is from the one that the 
Framers revolted against. At the core of 
most of the Declaration's complaints is 
lack of political participation by the 
colonists. Our modern society, despite 
its ills, does not suffer from a lack of 
political participation; arguably, it suffers 
from too much. But whether they now 
like it or not, the government that we 
have today is the government that most 
Americans at least thought they wanted. 
And it is one that they can change, 
without a revolution, if that is what they 
really want. 

-62 Tenn. L.Rev. 461-511 (1995) 


On Genocide 

If you have not yet read 
Death by "Gun Control" or seen our 
video “Innocents Betrayed,” then we 
must tell you these two works do not 
claim that all "gun control" laws lead to 
genocide or mass murder. [Second 
Amendment scholar] Mr. David Hardy 
reminds us, however, that many 
thinkers on the subject realize how 
"gun control" programs set the stage 
and make genocide possible. Mr. 
Hardy recently wrote to us by email, in 
response to an editorial rant attacking 
the two works: "While a disarmed 
populace may not make genocide 
inevitable, an armed populace makes 
genocide impossible. In legal terms, 
[without civilian] disarmament, there 
would have been no genocide." 

— JFPO Alert Dec. 6. Death by 
Gun Control and ’’Innocents Betrayed” 
can be ordered from JFPO PO Box 
270143 Hartford, Wisconsin 53027 
Order line: 1-800-869-1884 

UN, US Move toward Global 
Gun Control 

UNITED NATIONS— Over 
U.S. objections, the U.N. General 
Assembly approved a resolution 
Wednesday that could lead to the first 
international treaty on controlling the 
trade in assault rifles, machine guns 
and other small arms. 

Global trade in small arms is 
worth about $4 billion a year, of which a 
fourth is considered illegal. The arms 
cause 60 percent to 90 percent of all 
deaths in conflicts every year. 

The resolution asks the 
secretary-general to submit a report in 
the next General Assembly session. 

Resolution advocates said 
they hope any final treaty would compel 
countries to officially authorize all 
weapons transfers, stiffen compliance 
with previous treaties related to 
conventional weapons while prohibiting 
weapons transfers with countries likely 
to use the arms to violate their citizens' 
rights. 

When the resolution was 
approved by the assembly's legal 
committee over U.S. objections, 
Richard Grenell, spokesman for the 
U.S. Mission to the U.N., said: "The 
only way for a global arms trade treaty 
to work is to have every country agree 
on a standard." 

"For us, that standard would 
be so far below what we are already 
required to do under U.S. law that we 
had to vote against it in order to 
maintain our higher standards," he 
said. 


The National Rifle Association 
has strongly opposed U.N. efforts at 
crafting a treaty to curb private 
ownership of small arms. The group 
has said such a treaty might embolden 
regimes that violate human rights to 
disarm their citizens and make popular 
uprisings against oppression 
impossible. 

Ed.: so, the freedom loving 
U.S. government favors global gun 
control, so long as everyone agrees on 
“higher standards” presumably 
modeled after the likes of the Brady bill 
and the other 20,000 U.S. anti-gun 
laws. 

NSA Gets Fix on Internet 
Users 

Internet users hoping to 
protect their privacy by using anti-virus 
software, Web anonymizers, false 
identities and disabled cookies on their 
computer's Web browser have 
something new to worry about - a 
patent filed by the National Security 
Agency (NSA) for technology that will 
identify the physical location of any 
Web surfer. 

Patent 6,947,978 describes a 
process based on latency, or time lag 
between computers exchanging data, 
of "numerous" known locations on the 
Internet to build a "network latency 
topology map" for all users. Identifying 
the physical location of an individual 
user, reports CNET News.com, could 
then be accomplished by measuring 
how long it takes to connect to an 
unknown computer from numerous 
known machines, and using the latency 
response to display location on a map. 

The rate at which data travels 
over the Internet constantly varies due 
to the amount of traffic, the size of data 
files, the constant changing of 
hardware and software by millions of 
users. Sometimes the system is slow, 
sometimes it is fast. Because of this 
variation, knowing how long it takes for 
a signal to travel to a location and back 
is not sufficient to identify its location. 
But knowing the latency of the entire 
system at a given moment and the 
latency for a specific computer provides 
a means of knowing relative locations, 
however fast or slow the Internet is 
operating. 

The NSA patent does not 
describe the intended use of the 
technology, noting only general uses 
like measuring the "effectiveness of 
advertising across geographic regions" 
or flagging a password that "could be 
noted or disabled if not used from or 
near the appropriate location," 
according to CNET News. But given 




NSA's status as the nation's premier 
cryptologic organization, it's unlikely the 
technology will be used to improve 
advertising. 

-WorldNetDaily, Sept. 25, 2005 

Just Send Money 

[Ignoring its 2004 ruling 
establishing guidelines for 

implementing bear hunting seasons] 
the State Supreme Court has scrapped 
New Jersey's controversial bear hunt. 

"Denied," said Chief Justice 
James Zazzali in his refusal to hear an 
emergency appeal by hunters' groups. 

"I am happy to know the issue 
for this year is behind us and we can 
concentrate on implementing the 
nonlethal methods" of managing the 
bear population, said Department of 
Environmental Protection 

Commissioner Lisa Jackson. 

She added, though, that she 
needs more money and does not know 
from where it will come. 

— Courier-Post, Nov. 30 

Becoming What We Despise 

By Robert Scheer 

Jose Padilla, a U.S. citizen, 
has been tortured by his own 
government, suffering systematic 
sensory deprivation documented in his 
attorneys' filings and supported by 
photos published by the New York 
Times. 

Padilla, who has been judged 
mentally ill as a consequence of his 
brutal treatment, has been denied his 
Constitutional right to a fair and speedy 
trial, and was denied legal 
representation for 21 months. The 
administration's excuse for this is that, 
in the words of then-U.S. Attorney Gen. 
John Ashcroft, Padilla was "a known 
terrorist who was exploring a plan to 
build and explode a radiological 
dispersion device, or 'dirty bomb,' in the 
United States." Faced with a belated 
Supreme Court censure, the 
government finally charged Padilla with 
being the recruit of a "North American 
support cell," whose interest was in 
jihad in Bosnia and Chechnya, charges 
that carry a maximum 15-year 
sentence. 

The Times photos, taken from 
a government video, give evidence of a 
heavily manacled prisoner with masked 
eyes and muffled ears being walked 
down a corridor within a Navy brig, 
lending evidence to Padilla's lawyer's 
claims of a pattern of disorienting 
isolation. "There is nothing comparable 
in terms of severity of confinement, in 
terms of how Padilla was held, 
especially considering that this was 


pretrial confinement," said Philip D. 
Cave, a former Navy judge advocate 
general. 

Padilla is in no position to 
exercise his right to confront his 
accusers. A psychiatrist wrote that "as 
the result of his experience during his 
detention and interrogation, Mr. Padilla 
does not appreciate the nature and 
consequences of the proceedings 
against him, is unable to render 
assistance to counsel, and has 
impairments in reasoning as the result 
of a mental illness ... complicated by 
the neuropsychiatric effects of 
prolonged isolation." 

The excuse for this heinous 
treatment of a U.S. citizen is that our 
enemies, all linked through sophistry to 
the 9/11 terror attacks, are so vile and 
dangerous that the limitations on 
government power enshrined in our 
guiding documents and political culture 
no longer apply. 

By that standard, any tyrant 
can justify the cruelest of actions, be it 
King George III blockading Boston 
Harbor to teach the rebellious colonists 
a lesson or Saddam Hussein killing 
Kurdish villagers after an assassination 
attempt on his life. The very 
uniqueness of our national experiment 
was the checks and balances put upon 
the government to prevent such abuse 
of the individual. The Founding Fathers 
won a war, but their true contribution to 
human history was to tackle head-on 
the reality that humans and their 
institutions can so easily become that 
which they despise. 

Even when an American is 
suspected of a "capital or infamous 
crime," as was Padilla, the Fifth 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution 
specifically says he still cannot "be 
deprived of life, liberty, or property, 
without due process of law." That is 
why the Supreme Court finally forced 
the administration to give Padilla his 
day in court. 

Padilla's trial is set to begin on 
Jan. 22. The Bush administration's 
lawyers have argued in motions that his 
treatment as a prisoner should not be 
presented before the jury. 

The more important question 
now, however, is when will those who, 
like Ashcroft, used this case to 
shamelessly exploit our fears for 
political purposes face their own day of 
accountability in a court of law? 

--Truthdig.com, Dec. 5 

Attacks on Gun Rights 
Expected to Increase 

Say hello to Nancy Pelosi, the 
new Speaker of the House. 


The congresswoman from 
California holds an F- rating from Gun 
Owners of America and has 
consistently championed socialist 
“values.” 

Consider that Pelosi was one 
of 99 Representatives who voted in 
favor of gun confiscation in July. 
Though more than 300 congressmen 
cast their ballots to prohibit federal 
agents from stealing firearms from 
law-abiding citizens, Nancy Pelosi 
joined the hardcore left to let 
government agents burst into your 
home and steal your firearms! 

Then there’s John Conyers, 
the new leader of the House Judiciary 
Committee. He will no doubt hold 
hearings on the need for more gun 
control. Almost all bills related to the 
Second Amendment will pass through 
his committee. An extremist who 
advocates a total handgun ban, 
Conyers will decide which bills come up 
for a committee vote. 

The situation in the Senate 
may be worse. Majority Leader Harry 
Reid and Judiciary Committee 
chairman Pat Leahy are both F-rated 
by GOA. From there it really goes 
downhill. The rest of the Democrats on 
the Judiciary committee make up the 
Who’s Who of the anti-gun movement: 
Kennedy, Biden, Kohl, Feinstein, 
Feingold, Schumer, Durbin. 

The bottom line of the midterm 
elections: on a race-by-race basis the 
pro-gun movement suffered a net loss 
of only a small handful of seats. 
However, notwithstanding widespread 
calls for moderation within their ranks, 
the Democrat leadership in the House 
and Senate will unquestionably seek to 
renew the semi-auto ban, close down 
gun shows and drastically expand the 
Brady gun control law. 

-- Gun Owners of America, Dec. 15 

State Patrol Distrusts Permit 
Holders 

Republican lawmakers and 
the State Highway Patrol have reached 
a deal on how guns can be carried in 
vehicles. 

Gov. Bob Taft had threatened 
to veto the bill, based on opposition 
from the patrol, which earlier objected 
to proposed changes in the way people 
could conceal guns in their vehicles. 

The main fight centered on 
whether concealed-carry permit 
holders, while in a vehicle, should be 
required to carry a gun either holstered 
in plain view or locked away in a glove 
box. 

If the gun isn't locked away, 
the patrol wanted the gun in plain sight 




to protect troopers involved in traffic 
stops. 

But gun-rights advocates 
argued the plain-sight law caused 
logistical problems, particularly for 
women who carry guns in their purses 
rather than a holster. It created 
unnecessary safety risks to move a gun 
from a holster to a glove box. 

The patrol now is backing 
away from its plain-sight requirement in 
exchange for an increased criminal 
penalty if the person fails to notify an 
officer that he or she is carrying a 
concealed gun. The penalty would go 
from a fourth- to a first-degree 
misdemeanor, with a two-year gun 
permit suspension. 

— Columbus Dispatch, Nov. 29 

Say Hello to the Goodbye 
Weapon 

By David Hambling 

You feel like you've been 
dipped in molten lava. You almost faint 
from shock and pain, but instead you 
stumble backwards -- and then start 
running. To your surprise, everyone 
else is running too. In a few seconds, 
the street is completely empty. 

You've just been hit with a 
new nonlethal weapon - the Air Force's 
Active Denial System, developed in 
complete secrecy for 10 years at a cost 
of $40 million. 

According to documents 
obtained under the Freedom of 
Information Act, ADS has been certified 
safe after lengthy tests by military 
scientists. 

The ADS shoots a beam of 
millimeters waves (MMW) that 
produces the "Goodbye effect," or 
"prompt and highly motivated escape 
behavior." In human tests, most 
subjects reached their pain threshold 
within 3 seconds, and none of the 
subjects could endure more than 5 
seconds. 

But while the military 
personnel who volunteered for the tests 
may have felt that they had sustained 
serious burns, the documents claim 
effects are not long-lasting. At most, 
"some volunteers who tolerate the heat 
may experience prolonged redness or 
even small blisters," the Air Force 
experiments concluded. 

The Army requested ADS for 
its Stryker armored vehicles for Iraq 
last year. But it may be years before 
the first directed-energy nonlethal 
weapon is used in action. 

A truly safe and highly 
effective nonlethal crowd-control 
system could raise enormous ethical 


questions about the state's use of 
coercive force. 

Eye damage is identified as 
the biggest concern, but the military 
claims this has been thoroughly 
studied. Lab testing found subjects 
reflexively blink or turn away within a 
quarter of a second of exposure, long 
before the sensitive cornea can be 
damaged. Tests on monkeys showed 
that corneal damage heals within 24 
hours, the reports claim. 

The risk of cancer is also often 
mentioned in connection with the ADS 
system, despite the shallow penetration 
of radiation into the skin. 

But the Air Force is adamant 
that after years of study, exposure to 
MMW has not been demonstrated to 
promote cancer. 

The beam penetrates clothing, 
but not stone or metal. Blocking it is 
harder than you might think. Wearing a 
tinfoil shirt is not enough - you would 
have to be wrapped like a turkey to be 
completely protected. The 

experimenters found that even a small 
exposed area was enough to produce 
the Goodbye effect, so any gaps would 
negate protection. Holding up a sheet 
of metal won't work, unless it covers 
your whole body and you can keep the 
tips of your fingers out of sight. 

One ADS prototype is 
mounted on a Hummer and produces a 
beam with a 2-meter diameter. 
Effective range is at least 500 meters, 
which is further than other non-lethal 
weapons such as rubber bullets, tear 
gas or water cannons. The ammunition 
supply is effectively unlimited. 

"ADS has the same 
compelling nonlethal effect on all 
targets, regardless of size, age and 
gender," says Capt. Jay Delarosa, 
spokesman for the Joint Non-Lethal 
Weapons Directorate. 

"It can be used to deny an 
area to individuals or groups, to control 
access, to prevent an individual or 
individuals from carrying out an 
undesirable activity, and to delay or 
disrupt adversary activity." 

A smaller ADS version has 
been fitted to a Stryker armored vehicle 

- along with other lethal and nonlethal 
weapons - for urban security 
operations. Sandia National Labs is 
looking at a small tripod-mounted 
version for defending nuclear 
installations, and there is even a 
portable ADS. And there are portable 
and airborne versions too. 

"Key technologies to enable 
this capability from an airborne platform 

- such as a C-130 - are being 
developed at several Air Force 
Research Laboratory technology 


directorates," says Diana Loree, 
program manager for the Airborne 
ADS. 

The airborne ADS would 
supplement the formidable firepower of 
Special Forces AC-130 gunships, 
which currently includes a 105-mm 
howitzer and 25-mm Gatling guns. The 
flying gunboats typically engage targets 
at a range of two miles or more, which 
implies a more powerful ADS system 
has been developed. But details of the 
exact power levels, range and diameter 
of the beam are classified. 

— Wired News, Dec. 5 

The State Thrives on Hate, 
Genocide and Racism 

By Steve Watson 

Dr. Kamau Kambon. a 
Raleigh, N.C., activist, book store 
owner and former professor at North 
Carolina State University recently 
advocated the “extermination of white 
people” while speaking at a Pro-black 
Media Forum at Howard Law School, in 
an event that was covered in its entirety 
byC-SPAN. 

The so called Doctor 
commented that whites have an 
"international plantation" for blacks, 
making "every white person on earth a 
plantation master." He continued, 
"You're either supporting white people 
in their process of death, or you're for 
African liberation." 

Brit Hume reported for Fox 
that Kambon stated to the audience 
that white people "’have retina scans, 
they have what they call racial profiling, 
DNA banks and they're monitoring our 
people to try to prevent the one person 
from coming up with the one idea. 

"’And the one idea is, how we 
are going to exterminate white people 
because that, in my estimation, is the 
only conclusion I have come to. We 
have to exterminate white people off 
the face of the planet to solve this 
problem. White people want to kill us... 
they want to kill you because that is 
part of their plan.’" 

How is it that such racist hate 
can be broadcast in its entirety on a 
national television channel and no one 
bats an eyelid? 

So who is the real villain here? 
Is it Dr Kambon with his avocation of 
race based genocide? Is it the federal 
Government, lying to us about "hate 
epidemics" and pushing a bill directly in 
violation of the US constitution? Or is it 
the mainstream media for selectively 
choosing what does and does not 
constitute hate, falling firmly on the side 
of whatever is politically correct no 




matter how mindless it may be? 

-- PrisonPlanet.com, Nov. 2, 2005 

Federal Judges Wonder If the 
Right to Keep and Bear Arms 
Is Necessary 

Attorneys for the District of 
Columbia argued yesterday that the 
Second Amendment's right to bear 
arms applies only to militias, not 
individuals. 

The district defended its ban 
on handguns. Civil liberties groups and 
pro-gun organizations say the ban in 
unconstitutional 

The issue before the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit is 
whether the Second Amendment right 
to "keep and bear arms" applies to all 
people or only to "a well regulated 
militia." 

If the dispute makes it to the 
Supreme Court, it would be the first 
case in nearly 70 years to address the 
amendment's scope. In 2003 the court 
refused to consider a challenge to 
California's ban on high-powered 
weapons. 

In the D.C. case, a lower court 
judge told city residents in 2004 that 
they did not have a constitutional right 
to own handguns. The plaintiffs include 
residents of high-crime neighborhoods 
who want guns for protection. [Guns?? 
You don’t need no stinkin’ guns!] 

Courts have upheld bans on 
automatic weapons and sawed-off 
shotguns but this case involves a 
prohibition on all handguns. Voters 
passed a similar ban in San Francisco 
in 2005 but a judge ruled it violated 
state law. The D.C. case is not clouded 
by state law and hinges directly on the 
Constitution. 

“We interpret the Second 
Amendment in military terms," said 
Todd Kim, the District's solicitor 
general, who told the federal court that 
the city would have the authority to ban 
all weapons. 

"Show me anybody in the 19th 
century who interprets the Second 
Amendment the way you do," Judge 
Laurence Silberman told Kim. "It 
doesn't appear until the middle of the 
20th century." 

Judge Silberman and Judge 
Thomas B. Griffith seemed to wrestle, 
however, with the meaning of the 
amendment's language about militias. If 
a well-regulated militia is no longer 
needed, they asked, is the right to bear 
arms still necessary? 

“That's quite a task for any 
court to decide that a right is no longer 
necessary," Alan Gura, an attorney for 
the plaintiffs, replied. "If we decide that 


it's no longer necessary, can we erase 
any part of the Constitution?" 
-- Washington Times, Dec. 8 

Safety in rural America 

The Cherry Tree borough 
council is considering councilman 
Henry Statkowski’s ordinance 
recommending that households in 
Cherry Tree have at least one firearm 
with ammunition for self-defense 
purposes. 

But, Statkowski said, this is 
not only a message for residents urging 
them to take precautions. 

This is as much a message to 
would-be criminals who think Cherry 
Tree might be a good place to break 
into someone’s home. 

He hopes residents 
understand that his plan would not 
require people who don’t like guns to 
have them. 

“It recommends that every 
homeowner have a firearm and know 
how to use it,” Statkowski said. “If you 
don’t want to do it - if you have the 
moral scruples that firearms are evil - 
you wouldn’t have to do it.” 

It has been noted that Cherry 
Tree has not seen a recent jump in 
crime. 

Beyond that, there could be 
safety issues that arise from this 
proposal, and we doubt the town plans 
to start providing gun training. 

But we do appreciate a public 
official who wants to do something to 
help keep people safe. 

Tribune Democrat editorial 
Johnstown, PA Dec. 6 

Feds Rank Travelers for 
Terrorism 

Without notifying the public, 
federal agents for the past four years 
have rated international travelers, 
including Americans, for the risk they 
pose of being terrorists or criminals. 

The travelers are not allowed 
to see or directly challenge these risk 
assessments, which the government 
intends to keep on file for 40 years. 

The scores are assigned to 
people entering and leaving the U.S. 
after computers assess their travel 
records, where they are from, how they 
paid for tickets, their motor vehicle 
records, past one-way travel, seating 
preference and what kind of meal they 
ordered. 

The program's existence was 
disclosed when HSD put an 
announcement detailing the Automated 
Targeting System in the Federal 
Register, a fine-print compendium of 
federal rules. 


"[ATS is] probably the most 
invasive system the government has 
yet deployed in terms of the number of 
people affected," said David Sobel, a 
lawyer at the Electronic Frontier 
Foundation, a civil liberties group 
devoted to electronic data issues. 
"Some individuals will be denied the 
right to travel and many the right to 
travel free of unwarranted interference 
as a result of the maintenance of such 
material." 

ATS data may be shared with 
state, local and foreign governments for 
use in hiring decisions and in granting 
licenses, security clearances, contracts 
or other benefits. 

"Everybody else can see it, 
but you can't," said Stephen Yale- 
Loehr, an immigration lawyer who 
teaches at Cornell Law school. 

A post-9/11 law required airline and 
cruise companies to begin in 2002 
sending the government electronic data 
in advance on all passengers and crew 
entering or leaving the country. 

HSD said travelers can obtain 
corrections to the underlying data. 

"I don't buy that at all," said 
Jim Malmberg, executive director of 
American Consumer Credit Education 
Support Services. Malmberg noted how 
hard it has been for citizens, including 
members of Congress and even 
infants, to stop being misidentified as 
terrorists because their names match 
those on anti-terrorism watch lists. 

HSD says that 87 million 
people a year enter the country by air 
and 309 million enter by land or sea. 
The names of passengers and for all 
flights and ships entering and leaving 
are entered into the system for an ATS 
analysis, said Jayson P. Ahern, an 
HSD assistant commissioner. He also 
said the names of vehicle drivers and 
passengers are entered when they 
cross the border and Amtrak is 
voluntarily supplying passenger data 
for trains to and from Canada. 

- AP Nov. 30 

AK-47s Bring up to $2000 in 
Iraq 

The Kurdish security 
contractor placed the black plastic box 
on the table. Inside was a new Glock 
19, one of the 9-millimeter pistols that 
the U.S. issued by the tens of 
thousands to the Iraqi Army and police. 

This pistol had been stolen or 
sold; the contractor bought it at an 
open air grocery stand. 

He displayed a short-barreled 
Kalashnikov [AK-47] assault rifle with a 
collapsible stock that makes it easy to 
conceal under a coat or fire from a car. 




"I bought this for $450 last year," he 
said of the rifle. "Now it costs $650." 

Weapon prices are soaring 
along with an expanding sectarian war. 

All manner of infantry arms, 
from rocket-propelled grenade 
launchers to weathered and dented 
Kalashnikovs, have circulated within 
Iraq for decades. 

But American-issued weapons 
are now readily available as well: Glock 
and Walther 9-millimeter pistols, and 
unused Kalashnikovs from post-Soviet 
Eastern European countries. These are 
three types of the 370,000 weapons 
purchased by the U.S. for Iraq's 
security forces. 

"Every type of gun that the 
Americans give comes to the market," 
said Brig. Hassan Nouri, chief of the 
political investigations bureau for the 
Sulaimaniya district. "They go from the 
U.S. Army to the Iraqi Army to the 
smugglers. I have captured many of 
these guns that the terrorists bought." 

In 2003 a Kalashnikov in 
northern Iraq typically cost from $75 to 
$150, depending on its condition, origin 
and style. 

Today, the same weapons 
typically cost $210 to $800, according 
to Phillip Killicoat, a researcher for the 
Small Arms Survey, a Geneva-based 
organization. 

The price ranges do not 
include the most compact 
Kalashnikovs, like those Osama bin 
Laden has been photographed with, 
which now have a collector's value and 
can cost as much as $2,000. 

Pistol prices have nearly 
tripled since 2003. Western 9-millimeter 
pistols now sell for $1,100 to $1,800 in 
the bazaars. Sniper rifles cost $1,100 
to $2,000. In the West, similar pistols 
sell for $400 to $600. 

— New York Times, Dec. 10 

A New “Triumvirate” 

An article by World Net Daily 
News Service, "N[orth] American 
students trained for 'merger' ", says "In 
another example of the way the three 
nations of North America are being 
drawn into a federation, or ‘merger,’ 
students from 10 universities in the 


U.S., Mexico and Canada are 
participating annually in a simulated 
‘model Parliament."' 

Under the sponsorship of the 
Canadian based North American 
Forum on Integration, students met in 
the Mexican Senate for five days in 
May in an event dubbed "Triumvirate," 
with organizers declaring "A North 
American Parliament is born." A similar 
event took place in the Canadian 
Senate in 2005. 

"The creation of a North 
American parliament, such as the one 
being simulated by these young 
people, should be considered," 
explained Raymond Chretien, the 
president of the Triumvirate and the 
former Canadian ambassador to both 
Mexico and the U.S. Participants 
discuss draft bills on trade corridors, 
immigration, provisions of the North 
American Free Trade Agreement and 
produce a daily newspaper called "The 
TrilatHerald." 

-- Excerpt from a report by Sorcha 
Faal, October 21 

* * * 

"The most terrifying words in 
the English language are: I'm from the 
government and I’m here to help." 

"Politics is not a bad 

profession. If you succeed there are 

many rewards, if you disgrace yourself 
you can always write a book." 

"I have wondered at times 

about what the Ten Commandments 
would have looked like if Moses had 
run them through the U.S. Congress." 

-- Ronald Reagan 

Letters to the Editor 

Gentlemen, 

Flail and well met. How goes it at your 
end of the occupied zone? Have you 
been able to listen to 
libertytreeradio.4g.com? You know I 
always ask:-) 

I need your help. We are 
doing a number of illustrations for the 
"Battle of the Republic" book series that 
I have been writing. If you could collect 
photocopies of the images of the 
following it would help a lot. 

* British troops with the FN/FAL rifle 
1950s to 1980s 


* NATO troops with the FN/FAL or HK- 
91/G-3 rifle 

* German troops with FN/FAL or HK- 
9/G-3 1960s to 1980s 

* Belgian troops in Congo (1966-67) 
with FN/FAL 

We need details of the above 
arms and troops for drawings that we 
would like to do. If you could, please 
use the largest full page size pictures 
or enlarge as possible. Use an 8 1/2 x 
11 page format. Anything that you can 
do will help. Send no more than 10 
pages at a time to 
Mark Gregory,, Koernke 295350 

Mid Michigan Correctional Facility 
8201 North Croswell Road 

Saint Louis, Michigan [48880] 

I do hope you are O.K. 
Please write as you have time. God 
bless and keep you. 

Yours in arms and victory. 

Mark Gregory,, Koernke 

G.D.W! 

* * * 

Gun Ownership is NOT a Civil 
Right; it is a NATURAL right that flows 
from HIM; a right that supersedes Civil 
Restriction. We have Gun Control 
because we ALLOW it. Throw out the 
pols, and the Gun Control will go with 
them; let your local pols know that the 
Second Amendment isn’t about hunting 
Bambi, but; IT IS ABOUT HUNTING 
POLITICIANS! 

GONJ needs people in each 
county to report on the activities of their 
local cops. In addition, we could, very 
much, use copies of the FOID/Pistol 
Purchase Permit requirements for each 
town. 

We achieved an Appellate 

court ruling that bans the collection of a 
fee for Mental Health Background 

Checks, but, nevertheless, we need to 
keep our eyes on these “Public 

Servants”. 

All help will be GREATLY 

appreciated. 

Larry Farrell 
Board Member 
Gun Owners of New Jersey 
908-277-1111 
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